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ABSTRACT

]

This paper uses data on earnings, and education from the 1971
1
Current Population Survey to test three hybotheses of ethnic achievement

v .
3 .

and assimilation. The evidence does not support the hypothesis that dif-
ferences among European ethnic groups have melted away during the three

generations since the end of fhe secogd wave of immigration from S outhern

and Eastern Europe. Statistically éi}ﬁZEEEéHE differences in botQ edu-
L . —
cation and earnings persist. The differences in earnings have definitely

been narrowing over time. Hewever, the differences ‘in earnings do d3&\

disappear when ethni¢ differences in education, location, age, and marital

4 3
status are taken into account. )

Hdwever, the differences that persist are not those that the melting
pot hypothesis, or other theories of social mobility, would pradict. Th%//
second wave groups, the more reeent arrivals from supposedly inferior

—tUltyres, in many ;ases.have higher average earnings with aad without
-adjusting for other factgrs than the first wave groups. Russians have
the higgest earnings and education of all the groups; Italians and Poles
on\average earn more than the Ir&sh, Germans, and French. 'Although
differences in education and earnings persist among European ethnic
groups, contrary to the-melting pot ﬁypothesis, these differences
completely cdﬁtradict theories that predict that laFer'groups or South-

ern and Eastern European groups should do worse than earlier or Northern
. L4

.oa

and Western Européan groups.

These findings, at least for Italians ahd Poles, are in contra-

diction to the results reported by Blau and Duncan . (1967) and Featherman .
(1971). It is not clear what explains the residualﬁdifferences in

earnings among the European grouaps. Ethnic discrimination seems

N\
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- Pnlikely. Differences in the quality of education, psychological
“ motivaEi%n, and location are all plausible. Unfortunately, the.CPS '
contaiﬁg no information at all‘on the first two‘factors, and no
b
preciseiinformation on location.

~v1dence on whether the melting pot is worklng for black and brown

groups is mixed. BlacQ;NShd Chicanos have steadlly narrowed educational

differences between themselves and the European groups over/fhe lTast two
generations. However, lavge and significant differshces in earnings .
still exist, both with and without holdlng education, location, age, and

marital status constant, between almost all the Latin and black groups

L)
and almost all the European groups. Labor market discrimination seems
. . . . //
to exist against most of the Latin groups as well as agdinst blacks.

It is not clear whether this discrimination is abating over time.

.
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I, ‘Introduction

During the last decade, considerable research has been done on
dif feregces in education and earnings between blacks and whites., More
recently, there has been a resurgence of ethnic identities and aware-

ness among European and Latin American ethnic groups as well. This rise

in consciousness has created Eéubéé'éﬁéﬁE‘tﬁéfﬁéitiﬁg“ﬁai”ihé6§§‘6?
- ry ¢

assimilation. Important cultural distinctions and divisionéwdo persist,

2

it is claimed, several generations after the. original immigration,

Contemporary writers view these differences as adding to‘th; richt

-

ness of American life, and seldom assume that they result in differences

[
.
-

in economic and social status. However, it is certainly possible thaqi,

social and economic differences as well as cultural differences among

. ? . ¢
European ethnic groups are still important, not to mesition differences

-~ -

¢ .

surname groﬁps, and blacks, and will attempt to test several specific

hypotheses concerning assimilation and aghievementx

Previous work in this area varies considerably in groups étuqied,
so comparisons of findings are difficult. However, all have found -
substantial differences among %thnic and religious groups in achievement..
Duncan and Duncan (1968) and Nam (1959) found 1a;ge differences in

o .

occupation among ethnic groups but little difference in mobility, after
controlling for family background and education. Posen (1959) found a
co;relation between achievement and motivation among ethnic groups.

Gockel (1969) and Goldstein (1969) reported that ethnic differences in

7
’
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‘. ,
occupation and family income were narrowed but not completely eliminated, .

by holding gducation and other faétors constant. Featherman (1971) and
Duncan and Featherman (1972) both found that psychological factors help
.éxplain ethnic differences in educational attainment. Holding/éauca—
tion constant, ethnicity but not motivation étil} accounted for some

differences in occupation and income. Finally, Fogel-(1966) and Lyle

.

(1973) both found differences between Anglos and Latin American groups,

*
-

holding education copstant.

.

4

II. Theories of Assimilation and Mobility

’

-

Until receritly, the general consensus about assimilation and

~

ethnicity has held that America has been a large melting pot. All ethnic

differences gradually disappeared, either blending together or being

absorbed by:the g%ainant culture derived from Britain, The melting pot

theory holds that immigrant groups have usually entered American society

at the bottom, with less education and less experience iu skilled °

occupations and in market econemies than native workers.

“
.
- »

/ Many of the immigrants were illiterate or nearly so when the
arrived. Except for the Irish and the British they were rarely able to .

/

speék English., Most of them came from peasant socleties which emphasized
very different values and skills. These peop&e had learned how to
maximize output on tiny farms on bad ground in‘small commqnitier that
were virtually economically self-suﬁficient. Whatevgr nonagricultural
skills the; had w;re alsgd suited to prodﬁction in a pre-in&ﬂstrial

setting. ~ Although these skills ‘might have been difficult to learn they

were not very useful to immigrants in large industrial cities.

R .
'

\
?
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Furthermoyz, language difficulties and cultural differences often

.3
prevented immigrants -from benefiting fully from the education and
experience that they did have. Success in capitalist America depends

LN - . X s s os X
partly on a type of competitive and aggressive individualism that
)

peasant societies do mot encourage. Obedience to authority, strong

-

L
‘ ties to the extended family, and a fatalism about the future do ndt

.

lead.to rising from day laborer to foreman to contractor. Thus for

5 ! ' .

a varlety of reasons, the first generation of immigrants has’ usually

been near the bottom of the rew society.

ﬂ‘

The second generation children of the immigrants, according to the

melting pot theory, should have an easier time‘than their parents, but
) \

*
still may not be on equal footing with men\from ethnic groups who have

-

been in this country longer. The second generation as children often

spoke the laqguage of their parents at home instead of English, and

1 2

may have had other holdovers from the mother country unsuited for

social and economic success 'in ‘America. N
By the third generation, some differencgfﬁamong ethnic groups may

{ »
pensist,‘bht they should have only a small impact on achievement.,
Different groups ntay celebrate holidays siigptly differently, or may
o :

. celdbrate different holidays. Intermarriage may be’ less common than

among groups who have been here longer, and identity with the group

- .

i
may still be strong. However, if the melting ‘pot théory is right, ,the™

grandchildren of the original immigrants will have assimilated "enough

so that no important differencés in achievement between them and the

great great grandchildren of earlier immigr:nts should exist.

N ’
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\ , .
This theory is in contrast to at least two other possibilities.

Flrst, the newe¥ ethnic groups may.be significantly different from the

older groups in a way that keeps them from social "and economic equality
.no mabteg_ho; long they live 1in Americal Fifty yéérs ago, many social
scientisté thought that the immigrants from Southern and Eastern Europe
were culturally and even genetically so diffetent from older British,.
German, and Irish immigrants that tﬁey would never be able to assimiiate.l

Similar views have been held toward Chicanos.2

a

) Eygn today some believe that blacks may.be genetically less intelli-

gent than whites, and therefore presumably will never achieve economic

and social equality. Other, less racist arguments hold- that the melting

pot is not working for blacks the way it did for earlier immigrants to
northern cities. Some of these arguments also apply to other recent

immigrant groups such as Chicanos and Puerto Ricans. e

First, it is held, blacks are more visible than, for instance, the
Irish and the Italians were, and therefore it is easier to discriminate

against them and harder to forgive them for being different. Second, the

ecoiomy has changed. There are no longer as many ‘jobs for the unskilled
and the poorly educated as when the European ethnics came to northern:

cities, Therefore blacks and the Spanish groups have a harder time

-

finding jobs when they first arrive in cities and a harder time moving up

“

to slightly better jobs.

Other elements of the argument emphasize that blacks and perhaps
Chicancs are more differe&t from the dominant culture than were the
earlier Europeén ethnic groups. These differences are not only of skin

color, but also in family stability, ability to learn in white-oriented

scﬁools, motivation’, and even in time horizons and ability to postpone

-

N
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gratification., If these argﬁments are right, then black-white and

Chicano-Anglo differences in achievement may, not be narrowing over time.

2

If the earlier arguments about immigrants from Southern and Eastern

Europe were right, then clearly the melting pot theory is wrong for them

as well.

Another argument against the melting pot 1s based on the findings
of Blau and Duncan (1967) that achievement -depends on the social class
of one's parents., The first generation, the immigrants themselves,

may have special disadvantages compared to other workers because of
* \ ’d ) 4
language problems and other cultural differences. The second generation
FA

will not have these handicaps, but they will still be the children of

- .

poorly educated, low statu parenté, and therefore will obtain less
education, lower paying jobs, and lowerxoccupational status than the

children of higher status parents. Unléss there is greater upward

» ‘

mobility for the chidren of immigrants than for the children of natives,

the melting pot theory will b% wrong. Except for the first generation,

differences among ethnic groups will not narrow over time. After an
adjustment period of perhaps one generation, relative achievement af
various groups should be the same, Qith the earliest'groups on top.

To specify these three theories more clearly, let us define At as -
the average achilevement of all men in time period t, and Az and A: as the
average achievement of men in older and newer ethnig“groups respectively.

* ’

Then




Next, define

Al A
\'\» RI: = -‘A’:F/_— ~3nd R = K.__.
t t 3

n ) . . .
and let ARt be the change in relative achievement from the previous

. . .e M, n . . n
. period to period t. Clearly, if nt/nt remains: constant, then if ARt
-~

: P m :
is positive, AR must be negative.
Both the nonassimilationsist and the equal mobility theories would

be disproved by findipggR: =1-= R?. However, the melting pot theory

‘ “

: f o9 Jos n .
would not be disproved by finding the opposite, that Rt continues to
1 T
be less than unity. The first two theories predict’ that inequality

-y .
persists, but the melting pot theory does not predict that all inequality
will have disappeared within two or three generations. However, the

melting pot theory does predict that AR: > 0 until equality is achieved,

. . . n
whereas the other two theories predict that at most only ARZ’ the change,

“

from the first to the secqu generation, will be positive.

To test the melting ,pot hypothesis, I will first present evidenceQ

on what differences in achievement do exist, using both years of formal
) .

education and annual earnings as measures of achievement. Then the -

!
hypothesis that these differences have been narrowing gver ti?e will be ; v
tested. Finally, I will examine how much of the differences in earnings

that remain are explained by differences in education, location, age,

LY
and marital status, and how mu~h must be attributed to ather differences

-
‘

' among ethnic groups, including discrimination.

5

I1I1. Data

x

v The data for this‘study come from the 1971 Current Population

Survey (éPS), conducted\ig March 1971 by the U.S. Census Bureau. This

i§ a randomly selected national sample of the entire population, with
ERIC 11
L - ) ) A
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individual weights which can be summed to estimate the number of people

'

in the nation within a specified category. The survey includes over

100,000 persons over 18, and over 30,600 Qorking men between 18 and

- [

65.

- -

In addition to questions on family structure, age, sex, educatiom,

»

‘ employment, apd income during 1970, CPS respondents were asked what

their origin or descent was. They were allowed to choose from a list

that included British (English, Scot, Welsh), Irish, German, French,

Russian, Polish, Italian, Chicano (Mexican), Puerto Rican, Cuban, Centﬁal
\ - ) '
or South American, Other Spanish, Megro (black), "Other,'
/ . . . ‘ |
There are more than 1,000 men in the sample for all of the European groups

' and "Don't Know."

but one, though the numbers are considerably lower for some of the Laéin

American groups,

+

4 Over 30 percent of the men classified themselves as "Other" or
" "pon't Know." Census reports orn rates of immigration and on ethnic
origin indicate that many of these men come from ethnic groups not’
. v .
listed by the CPS, including Norwegians, Swe&es, Danes, Greeks,
Austrians, Hungarians, Japanese,'Chiﬁese, Filipinos, and American

Indians.> liowever, most of the "Other" and -"Don't Know" are probably

N L)

%

|

' .- \ g
mixtures of specified gtoups, or must have ‘no ethnic identity at all.. .
In the discussion below, these men, both the unspecified groups--most
: ot whom arrived just before World War I--and the others who have beer - - -

here long enough to intermarry and forget their ancestry, are lumped
together in a miscellaneous group. v

4

1V, Patterns of Immigration

» .

The ethnic group that on average has beea in this ceuntry the longest
‘ *

is the blacks, since few of them have come here since 1820. A very

12 . .
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small number of Afrigans came here between 1820\and 1860, and a few
more blacks from the West Indies have come since World War II. Howéver,
the ancestors of the overwhelming majority cf " "~ ks in the h.S. have
been hedre’ for at least one hundred and fi. ., ,cars and eight generations.
. .
The next oldest group, the intish, were already here in large
ﬁumberSTwhenximmigration Qt%tistics were first collected in 1820.

Fifty-six percent of British immigrants arriving since that data came

before 1890. However, probably two-thirds of the 9.8 million people’

in the U.S. in 1820 wete British, far more thén the 4.§‘million P-jitish

ifami grants since that date. .nus even though the British have continued

coming here in fairly large numbers'{hroughout our hi;tory, the majority

B

N of the Britidh ethnic group have had relatives here far longer than

other white groups. !

—

Of the femaining groups of the "first wave" of immigration from
A

Northern and Western Europe, the Irish and the Germahs, 73 percent and
64 percent respectively, immigrated b;fére 1890, The heaviest Irish

4 iTmigraEion came between 1847 and 1854, wh%}p the heaviest Ge;man
immigration came during 1852 to 1854 and l;ter from.1881 to 1892,

- The French have also been included witlr the first wave groups,

L

N ]

though their position is somewhat ambiguous. Immigration statistics

|
are not kept separately for France and ‘French Canada, but decennial
AN .

census data indicate thai\about 70 ‘percent of the French in this survey
probably came to this couﬁtxy via Canada rather than directly from

France, Although thelr families haye been on this centinent for many
‘ | R A
generations, they have been in this country mostly since 18§U:é\xn

.




!
t

. ’ AY
- , \
The second wave of immigration gtarted around 1890 and came primarily’
from Southern and Eastern Europe. World War I interrupted the massive
flow of people, aud soon after it resumed, it was p%rmanently stopped by

restrictive immigration laws in 1924. Between 1890 and 1914, 88 perceﬁt

of all Russian immigrants entered this country. Although Rgfn in

>
Rugsia, most of these immigrants spoke Yiddish as tneir mother tongue,

i

and almost all of them were Jewish.5 Phere are very few White Russians
) ' .

in this country, and most of the other immigrants from-Russia consider
themselves Finns, Ukrainians, Latvians, Lithuanians, but certainly not

Russians,

¢
-

.For instance, the families of the vast méﬁ?rity of people idé;tifyiné .
themselves as Polish in the CPS arrived here between 1880 and 1914.
However, sine Poland did not exist as’a country during these yéérs, most
-Polgsh immigrants were listed as coming from AustriaTangary, Germany,
or Russia. Total Polish iﬁmigration for all years sinca 1820 is there-
fore reported at 488,000, but over one million persons listed Poland as
their country of ‘birth in 1920 and in 1930, Intermarriage rates with

~

Russians in 1971 suggest that as many as 20 percenﬁ of these may be .

Jews.
- <

The final second-waﬁe group included iq this study is the.Italians.
Eighty-one percent of Italisn immigrants came between 1890 and'1924P with
an additiqnal 12 percent sincé then. Since 1960, moré immigrants have

. come here frpm Italy than from any countries excluding Canada anq Mexico,
but the half million or so who have come since World War‘;§ are about
. \

one-ninth the number that came before the war.

The remaining groups are what might be called the third wave of

immigration. Although the Immigration Act of 1924 clos®d our doors to
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.

most Europeans, it continued to permit-immigration from this hemisphere.
The first among the Latin ‘groups to come were the Mexicans, with 96

percent aEriving since 1910 and 69 percent since 1924. However, in
\ \ PR——

.

1970, 75 percent of Chicanos were children of native-born Americans.

The number of Chicanos living in the. Southwest at the time of the

—

Mexican War was very'small, Descendants of theie people do not account

for a significant proportion of modern Chicanos. Furthermore, many

of them probably identify themselves as "Other Spanish" rather than the

Ay

more working class "Chicano." Most ogjthe adults of the other Latip

-

groups are immigrants themselves. In 1969, 56 percent of Puerto Ricans,

“82 percent of Cubans, and 64 percent of the Central and South Americans

~

8 - A -
were born abroad. Since this includes children, the percentages for

men over 18 are much higheT.
o /

V. Differences -in Education and Earnings Today

If the melting pot hypotheéis is right, we should expect achievement

by both our measures, education and annual earnings, to be highest for

[N
the oldest groups, with little or no difference between them and more

recent but still long established groups. Howéver, lafger differences
would be pred}cted between the earlier groups and the most recent
immigrants and their children: If the other two theories are right,
then differences between first-wave and second-wave grbups as well as
between them and third-wave Latin groups will be large. ’

Table 1 presents the evidence., The ethnic groups are listéd in the

order of their arrival in this country (except for blacks) with mean

earnings and years of school shown in columns " and 4, To test which of

Al

-~
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) TABLE 1 .
Average Earnings and Education by Ethnic Group ™
-
* National Number Average Average .
. Number in Earnings Years '\
Group (?9 thousands) CPS - (in ggyiars) Completed
,- British — 6362 - 4736 9750 12,5
_ Irish N 3331 2471 8851 1.8
German _ 5803 4359 | 9215 12.1
French 164 7 789 8568 o 1.3
) Russian 4738 :“ 357 \12647 13.5
Polish 1220 902 9462 11.7
Italian To2071 1541 9539 11.6
Mexican, Chicano ' 901 670 . 6193 ' ?.8
" Puerto Rican 230 170 6i21 - 8.3
Cuban ' 154 117 . 7032 104 ‘
Certral or South . . . /
American - 115 84 7075 11.3 ' i
Other‘SpanisL 251 187 95 | 10.8 Lo
Black v 3326 7 2303 590 | 9.9 - f
Other & Pon't Know | 14960 11075 8810 ¢ 11.8 : \/ i
A1l Men . 41360 30566 8795i 11.7 . y
— : : |

‘ ) Source: Computed'friy the 1971 Current Pnpulation Sﬁpvey.

v 16 :
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/ European gkouns, all differénces in earnings greater than $300 and in

; 12
v
the differences among groups in the two measures of achievement
were statistically significant, "t" statistics were calculated, equal

to the difference in means for each pair of groups, divided by the

re root of the sum of the variances of the sample means. Among °
/4 N

4

education greater than 0.2 years of school were significant at the

5 per ent lével. Because of fewer men in the sample, only differences
\\\\*in earry /;\;\fater than $1,000 and in education greater than one year

were signi cant at the 5 percent level for Latins and blacks.

’ The results only vaguely support the_meltigg pot hyﬁét@gsis, though

they completely refute the other th%ories of assimilation, All the first~-wave

and second-wave Européan groups had %igher egrniggs and educatibnﬁéhan

all the Lrown and- black groups, sighificantly so in all but a few cases.

And the differences among European groups were’ generally much smaller

* P | .
than’the differences between them and the brown and black groups?

is what the melting pot hypothesis, buE not the other theorieé, would

predict. ) - .

°

However, diffe' .nces among Europeans were often the opposite of what

L -

all the theories, including the melting pot hypothesis, would suggest.,

None of the theories predicts that second wave groups should do better
- n
than first wave groups. Yet both the earnings and the education of

Russians substantially and significantly exceed those of any other group.

W
The differences are not so large for Italians and Poles, and their
Ve
rarnings are higher than those ‘of Germ§n, Irish, and French men,
significantly so except between Poles and Germans. These statistics

v

for Italians and Poles hardly bear out their images in recent jokes,

-

- 4
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nor do they lend any support at all to theories claiming ‘that
: -
immigrants from Southerp and Eastern Europe and their descendants

were too different to achieve economic and social success in America.
Another, somewhat ambiguous, refutation of the melting pot

+

hypothesigvcomes froﬁ the achievement of the miscellaneous group. lMost

n

‘ “of the men in this group are the products of the ultimate step in

\\\ assimilation, intefmarriage. If America really is a melting pot, and
. R .

\

¢ <all the second-wave groups and two of the four first-wave groups does '
ke

ethnic cultural differences are penalized, then these assimilated men
J

shouid do better than men who retain their ethnic identities, The } ' ;

\\ fact that the miscgllaneous'group has significantly lower ca:ningé than

t

> P / «
tend to contradict the melting pot hypothesis. Of courge 1t is possible

that the average achievement for the miscellanéous group is\brbught

down by low earnings among the unassimilated groups,dbg specified by

’

the survey.
Among the Latins, the groups with the highest earni'n‘gs and education
aré not always the groups that have been here longest, The Cubans and N

Central or South Americans are both first generation, while the

»

Chicanos are often second or third generation. Previously, immigrants’

~

to America came from the bottom of their sécieties. They were often
illitarate, almost always poorly educated, displaced peasants. Ihis is

still true for Chicanos and Puerto Ricans, but the other Latin groups

come instead from the tops of their societies. Although they may have

&

trouble transferring their educations' arfd skills to their new jobs in

)

.
this country, they nevertheless ‘may be at an advantage compared to

©

ckiMBren or grandchildren of illiterate peasant immigrants,

-

¢ 18
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L} .
Blacks certainly have not been part of any melting pot during the

f
centuries they 'have been in slavery and peonage in the rura. South.

Until the last decade, discrimination against them was institutionalized

- L] -

in law as well as in custom. If the melting pot has begun to work for

L . £ .

blacks as well as for Europeans, it is only during the last generation,

i
LN

since blacks 'have migrated in large numbers to northern and southern .
\,

cities. These data are insufficient to test whether this migration has

-

produced any improvement in the relative position of biécks.( However,
N {

they do have the lowest earnings of any group, significantly below all

A

but Puerto Ricans and Chicanos. Their average education is third lowest.

- e

\r-

VI. ‘Changes Over %hree Generations , ) !
The second part of the melting pot hypothesis, the part that sets it
off from the other theories of assimilation, holds that differences

among ethriic. groups are narrowing over time. There might be large

differences between figst generation Italians, Russians, and Poles on ' &

the one hand, and‘British, Irish, and Germans whose families have been

» S

in this country for several generations. ,But.if there is assimilation

and upward. mobility, then the difference between third genératién -
— 3 !

Italians and sixth generation British should be small, if 'not nonexistent, ]

: i Y
A Rz should be positive for alZi t, of.until R: =1, and A RT should be

negative.

»

Unfortunately, the CPS does not contain information on generations.

A :
However, by comparing ethnic group averages By age with the averages of 4//f——-
. \ .

all men by age, it should be possible to obtafn\some indication concerning
mobility. The families of the first-wave British, Irish, and Germans,

in general, came to this country several decades earlier than the

19

[}
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Eastern and Southerrn European groups. While these Northemm and

‘ [ .
Western European immigrants have continued coming te America since 7] »
. . , -
the periods of peak immigration, most men of these ethnic groups are
. . v . H

probably at least sixth generation Americans.
« . /
Peak immigration for the second-wave Italians, Poles, and Russians 1

. was between 1890 and 1914. tlen of these ethnic groups who were 55 to

64 in 1971, born between 1907 and 1916, were thus usually the children

of immigrants, if not immig;ﬁnts as small children themselves. Men :

from these groups who were uncer 35 in 1971, the children or grand- ﬁ/
‘ - . .

children of the older men, were therefore third or fourth generation. /

Ame?icans. Among the Latin ethnic groups, Bnly the oidgi~Cpipano men

. . . {
are primarily immigrants themselves, though the numbgfrof‘fi?st generation
. ' Americans is. large §or all ages. Most of .the men undef 35; é;%n;§§qéé'i{;
“1936, aré probably secSnd generation. However, almost all men of alinq *j.”
, ages from’Lhé‘cher Latin groups are themselves first generaéién. R ’
Ihﬁs if we compare older Italians to older Germans, on average we ,

are comparing first and second gen;ration Americans with third or -
fourthlgeneration ;nes. And 1if we look'ag the younger age groups, we
a;e comp;ring the third and fourth generations with the sixth éeneratim1.
If*differences between the newly arrived ethnic groups and the older
groups are narrowiﬁg with increasing generations, then the ratio of the
Italians to the group average should rise with age,lbut the ratio of
\\ Germans or tbe British should fall with age, Younéer Italians should

. \‘ be higher, relative to all other men, ‘than their grandfathegﬁ,])ut

younger Germans should be lover. ' {
" &

\ 20
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Education is a better measure of mobility, in this tase than earnings

for the following reason. The earnings of all age'grodbé are for 1970,
whereas the education was completed as long ago as 1920. \%f discrimination
\

against ethnic groups has qfcreased since 1920, in schools\?nd in labor
3

2 . = \

markets, then education will reflect discrimination of that Year directly,

. Comery
“but éhrnings of 1970 will reflect it only indirectly through ghe effects
- A

, 3

of education and work experience. This will also be true-if differences in

B
{

language and custom. f these differences have narrowed duringx

L4
1

fifty yearé, for individuals as well as for groups, then 1970 eafﬁingé will
not show thé differences that.existed fifty years ago, but educat%on will,

Furthérmore, earpings difference will reflect ,life cycle differgnées as '
/ « . '
A - . «
well as changes jin differences by cohort. See Welch (1973).
‘ . . 3 St
To see if ethnic djfferences in education have been declining over

time, the ratio of average education for each ethnic group to the average

¢ N

of all men was calculated for five age categories, 25 to 34, 35.to 44, 45

-
4

to 54, 55 to 64, and 65.and over. Men 18 to 24'we£§ not included because
. ’ K4 .
so many of them-were still in school, especially for those groups with high

average education. Table 2 presents the results.

¢
-

If*the melting pot hypothesis--that differences in achievement among

Iethnic groups are narfowing over time--is right, then the relative|education
' - ' ' ‘\ 1
|
of the earliestlgroups, those at the top of’Table 2, should decline\with ’
~ Vo
. . .
age, and the relative education of the newer groups should rise. - Eh\fact
. \ Ay

\
this is more or less the pattern that Table 2 shows. The educatio o?
!

A}

-

British men has d:clined from 112 percent among mea 25 to 34, while thf

oy

. . L my
relative educations of Russians, Poles, and Italians have all increased. +
Ny 3 Y w

Althoﬁgh three of the first-wave groups show no change in relative educa-,
tion, this evidence does indicate smaller diffe}ences between thdrd and
sixth generation Americgné than bhetween first and third. N

,’\_f\
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TABLE 2

Relative Schooling of Ethnic Groups, By Age Group

N
%§r34 35-44 45-54 55~64 65+
" British ‘ 1.04 1.05 104 1.08 .12
Irish ©Lo0 .99, 96 .97 1.01
~ Ggrman 1.02 ° 1.01 = 1.01 1.02 1.01
’&»3; French {/“ . .95 .95 .95 .85 .92 |
g Russian 1.20 1.16 1.16 1.17 ‘1.07
- Polish. 102 102 797 < 95 - .82
Italian 1.00 .98 .97 i 91 71
Mexican, ~Chicano ‘ .78 ) { .68 ;-"‘ .58 ) ' 43 . .40
" Puerto Rican . 68 67 .66 .61 .59
Cuban ) .85 88 .82 93 1.18
Central or South T \
American . .86 1:00 .94 ’ -1300 1.20'
LOther Sp;nish .89 .89 .86 W8l 71
Black 87 .82 7 1 67T .6l
Other and Don't Know .99 .99 298 i .97 97 .
Average Years of ' ‘/} "
School for A;l Men 12.7 12.7 11.3/ 10.6. 9.0

-
e

NOTE: The, columns of this table are the ratios of average years of school ’ \
completed ‘for the men of each ethnic group with an age category to
the average for all men within the age category. Computed from CPS
data. '
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Among the Latin groups, only the younger Chicanos have received their

educations in this country. Any change in relative education or lack of

#«ﬂft”iﬁbﬁgdthe other groups thus does not indicate anything about the melt-—

ing pot.” However both Chicanos and blacks show a sharp improvement in
their relative educations. If blacks can be cbﬁéide;ed in effect recent
immigrants to cities, then this is evidence that the.melting pot may be .

working for black and brown groups today just as it seems to havebeen for

-

European -groups a generation ago. It remains’to be seen whether the improve- ¢

.

ment in relative education can be translated into improvements in relative
earhings and occupationa status, however.

To test statistically whether differences in relkative education have

been narrowing over time, variances of group means were calculated for

each age group. The four, Latin groups not educated in this country, Puerto .

Ricans} Cubans, Central and South Americggs, and Ofher Spanish, were not
3 Y

included. Since we are interested in differences among groups rather than

-

amdng individuals, it is the variance of group means that is the appropri-
ate measure, not the variance of individual achievement. "F" statistics,
shown in Table 3, were then calculated to test if the variances among ethnic

. groups were higher fgr the older age groups than for. the younger ones.

The tests indicate that the variances for ﬁen 55 to 64 and men 65 and over
5

were significantly larger than for men 25, CO 34 at the 5 percent level,

and significantly larger than for men 35 to 44 at the 10 percent level,

Vs

- L4

~Thus, differences among ethnic groups have been narr0wing over, time, and

this aspect of the meltlng pot hypothesis 1is confirmed

VII. Residual leferences in Earnings

.
N

kY

. The prev1ous two.sections have presented eyidence at least partially g

confirming two aspects of the melting pot hypo%hesis. A e:age earnings

<3

~
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Yo TABLE 3 |
i . F. Tésts of Narrowing of Ethnic Differences in Education * o
~
©25-3% '35-44 N45-54 54-64
35-44 1.421 3
45-54 2,301 1.619
55-64 3,757 2.643 1.632.
™\ . )
65+ 7 4,329 .3.046 1.881 1.152
* 4 -"’!A"I N Pl ‘:
F(9,9) = 3.18 is significant at the 5 percent level. ‘
F(9,9) = 2.44 is significant ar,)t:he 10 per~ent level. "
F(9,9) = 1.59 is s'ign'ificant at the 25 percent level. /¥ '
y |
. n N i
%
5
” ‘ ) x
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and education tended to be higher f{or the oldest ethnic grogps and lowest

*7fpr the most recent groups,‘though exceptions were perhaps more frequent

‘than'the rule. And differences in educational achievement do seem to be
narrowing over time, though the differences between black and brown groups
and the white, European groups continue to be large for all ages. Sub-

stantial differences among ethnic groups also exisg in location, marital

. status, and even in age. This section ekamines how much of the earnings

& ,
differences can be 2xplained by the four variables, education, age, marital

status, and locatian, and how much’'must be attributed to other factors such
i
as labor market' discrimination.

-

i The melting pot hypotheéis does not havé strong implications concern-
fpg,fhe effect of ethnic origin net of education. It is a hypothesis about

.7y >
differences in levels of achievement, not about mediating influences on

those levels. éxplaining,achievement in terms of highﬂlevels of schooling

in some sense begs the basic question of why one ethnic group rather than
another has been able to use eduéation as a means to economic Success. What
charactéristics of the succ%ssful group, or of the treatment the group
received from earlier arriyals, permitted the group to attend school longer,
or'to bénefit more from th; longer years after leaving school?

" There 1is a weak impliéation gf the melting pot hypothesis, however,
that even after taking account of differences in Schoéliné, the newer ethnic °
groups might earn less Ehan thé older 6nes. The most recent immigrant§
are likely to be the most different culturally from the mainstream. If
they ;:e entering the society at the bbttom, and seem to be competing with

other groups for housing and employment, their cultural differences ﬁay

be viewed egatively, and prejudice against them will develop. This

[N 25
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prejudice will lead to labor market discrimination based solely on physical
features or cultural differences that have no effect on productivity. . Over
time, however, as the cultural differences decline, the prejudice against

them may decline as well.

P

If this is actually the pattern, there should be no significant dif-
ferences in earnings for assimilated groups, byt perhaps large differences,

even after holding education constant, for more recent groupg. Thus we

-

might expect that once differences in education and other factors were .

accounted for, no sighificant differences would remain among first-wave and

’

second-wave groups, |but substantial differences might exist between them N
\

and blacks and Latin e e ne

This need not be the case, of course. For one thing, discrimination ‘ .

v

has persisted against blacks in the rural South for geneéations. It is . -

hardly obvious that simply moving north, going to school longets, and wait-

-\

3
ing a generation will change the pattern, for blacks or for various brown

groups. Furthermore, even ,if explicitly racial labor market diszrimination

”

disappears, class discrimingtion may persist. Two men cémpletéiy equal in
abilities, looking for work in the same labor market, ‘but from different
classes, will on average have different earnings. The ;on of rich parents
will usually earn more than*the:son of poor parents, even if the two sons
are equal in all respects related to work ability, including yéars of
school and achievement as measured by gtandardized tests.9 Because the
ave}age cla;s background (as indicate&.by average occupation, education,
and earnings of parents) differs widely among ethnlc groups, we might
expect differences in earnings to remain after accounting for differences
.in education, etc. . ' ' :

, 26 | ,
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. M/Z oo
To see how much differences in earnings among individuals could be

accounted for by differences in age, education, marital’statﬁs, and loc%: !
] 1
tion, and how much was explained by ethnic group, I rén‘twoﬁsimilar regres—

x

L 4
-siogs. The first had earnings in dollars as the dependent-variable and

the second had the log of earnings. The independent variables included

~

Jyears of school completed, and dummy variables for libing in the South, in

" metropolitan-areas, for being married spouse present, for\four'age,cate—'

o~

gories (18 to 24, 25 to 34, 35 to 44, and 45 to 54) and for the thirteen

. .
echnic groups. The reference group consisted of unmarried men of the mis-
cellaneous ethnic category, between 55 and 64, living outside the South

and outside metropolitan  areas.

’

Indepencent variables for South and SMSA ‘locations were included in

the regressions because wage rates for similar jobs are lower in the former
~ . \

_and higher in the l4tter than elsewicre. Marital status is an often used
4§ .

proxy for motivation, and age affects earnings through on-the-job iraining,
4

' physical and mental ability, and social custom. Because of thiﬁhill—shaped

[<]

’

relation between age and earnings, dummy age variables instead Of a contin-

L uous term were used.,

-«

Although the data on‘education included all men over 25, the sample -{

usgd for estimating earnings flifferences has been limited to nonstudent

~

men between 18 and 65. The garnings of other groups are dominated not By

their ability to earn but by their labor force participation decisions.

. A\
For instance, a highly educated graduate student has low earnings because

he is still in school. His acﬁﬁal arnings are a very poor indication of

- /
wha )he could make if he chosé to work full time.

~

>
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Mer. with negative earnings have also been excluded, because for them
B .

one year'srmeaﬁured income is a completely worthless indication of théir
normal earningé. Earnings for a longer period than one year would of course
be a better measure for all ﬁen, but for men with negative egrninéé th;

qﬁe year measure is especially bad. Men with zero incomes were also

excluded, because theysprobably were not able to work because of physical

or mental disabilities. These disabilities are not caused by education,

<

but rather are occasionally the cause of low education. Including these :

-—

men would tend to understate the earnings of working men with little school-

‘

\}ngy‘and thus to overstate ‘thle effects of educatiocn.

A

Table 4 presents the results of the two earnings regressions. In

®
column 1 are the. coefficients of the ethnic dummy variables from the re-

gression with Efrnings as the dependent variable, in column 2 from the

*

regression with the log of earnings:as the dependent variable. These co-

efficients represent the difference in average earnings of each ethnic
* -

group from the miscellaneous category, not from any average of all men. .

BN

The coefficients in column 1 can be interpreted as dollar differences in

earnings‘among\ethnic groups, after holding constant other differences.

B

The antilogs of the coefficients in column 2 are percentage differences

in earnings among ethnic groups. The results from the two regressions
x’/’ )

are essentially the same, though occasionally a coefficient from the log

regression is significant while the linear coefficient is not. Table 4

)
indicates which differences among these coefficients are statistically

r

ES

In general, as with the unadjusted mean earni s, the|results sup-

’

port the melting pot hypothesis. Differences between Latin groups’and

‘<8
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TABLE 4
Ethnic Diffegénces In Adjusted Earnings ' ,
- . )
(1) (2) .

* * '
British 303.3 .049
Irish -101.3 -.004 .

. ’ : )
German - 35.8 -.003

oy .

French 25.7 +.020

* *
Russian 1793.2 127
Polish 117.5 .056 . 7

“ * )

Italian 178.3. .056
Mexican, Chicang -838.0 --lh3
Puerto Ridan -190.3 -.058

§

*
Cuban -1805.2 - -.247
Central or South x \\d ) %

American -1631:4 -.228

Other Spanish , 337.7 -.010
Black v —1548.1*& -.232
Other and Don't Know R °* R

t > 2,

R = ,Reference Group

<3
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blacks on the one hand, and first-wave and second-wave Europgan groups on

~

the other, are almost»a}ways large and significant. These differences
are in most)caseg about half the size of the unadjusted differences,
though there are many exceptions. Differences in school qualicy, la;;
guage proPlems, anh unmeasured differences in lqcatipn or in interactions
between age, educétion, and iocatién méy contribute to these residual
d%ffefences between third world and European groups. Nevertheless, these

findings are strong evidence of racial discrimination in labor markets

against the several Latin groups as well as against blacks.

\,
N\,

_These résul&s also indicate that'labor market discriminatién\égaingt
blgcks is significantly greater tgan against the two largest Latin groups,
Chicanos and Puerto Ricans. As shown in Table 5, the black coefficient
is sigrificantly lower than the qoefficients’of the other two groups.
while school quality, social background, or misééecified interactions
may explain part of the diffegeqcesy%g}ween thte and blaZk or brown
groups, these factors are not lilely to b; important iﬁ‘explaining&gif—

\

ferences between blacks and browns. *

.

The fact that larze and sign®ficant différences in earnings be?ween
European groups and black and Latin groups persist even after hold;ﬁg
cther factors constant, while differences among Eur&pean groups are
much smaller, does .end to support the melting pot hypothesis. Of course
with no data 6n adjusted earninés over time it is not possible to say
whether the melting pot is working as well for blacks and browns as i;
evidently has for ocond-wave European groups. Differences in coeffi-
cients among Furdpean groups, like the differences ir unadjusted earn-
ings, confound both the melting pot hypothesis and the nonassimilation
theories as well. The sécond—wave groups from Soughern and Eastern

/30
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Europe earn more than all the first-wave groups but the Brifish,*even

rafter holding education, location, age, and marital status constant.
B S

;Although the differences between groups are usually about half the size

of the unadjusted differences, in .several cases they are nonetheless

-

significant., I do not know to what to attribute these differences. It 7

3 - .
< ‘ is certainly hard to believe that there is labor market discriminatfon

against Irish men in favor of Italians and Poles.

VIII. Conclusion !

The evidence presented in this paper does not support the hypothe-
¥is that differences in achievement among European ethnic groups have

melted away during tﬁe three generations since the end of’the « 2cond wave
6y . Lt ’ /

o N
ob immigrants from Southern Europe. Statistically significant differences

¥

t‘ in both earnings and education persist. Though the differences in edu-
cation have definitely been narrowing over time, the differences in earn-

Ings do not disappear whcen ethnic differences ineducation, location, age,

and marin?l status . are taken into account. §§
. .
However, the differences that persist are not those that the melting

pot hypothésis, or other theories of social mobility, would prédict. The

:

second-wave groups, the more recent arriyals from supposedlysinferior

cultures, in ﬁany cases have higher average earnings, with and without

,
.

adjusting for other factors, than the first-wave groups. Russians have

the highest earnings and education of all the‘groups, and Italians and

Poles on average earn more than the Irish, Germans, and French. Although
o

differences in education and earnings persist among European ethnic groups, ‘ ]

contrary to the melting pot hypothesis, these differences completely con-

tradict theories that predict that later groups or Southern and Eastern,

% o 32
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<G

European groups should do worse than ear}ier or northern and western

European grcups. !

: * These findings, at least for Italians and Poles, are in contradiction
to the results reported by Blau and Duncan (196;;\gﬁd\£aathérman (1971).

v / It is not clear what explains fhe residuab\differences in earnings among

?

the European groups: Ethnic discrimination seems unlikely. Differences

#n the quality of eddcation, psychological mativatioﬁ, and location are

él; pléusible. UnfortﬁnaCely, the CP§ contaigé no information at all on
the first two ﬁactors, and no precise information on location.
Evidence on whether the melting pot is working fo; black and brown

groués is mixed. Blacks and Chicanos have steadily narrowed educational

o o differences between themselve; and the European groups over the last two
genérations. However, large and significant differences in earnings still
exist, both with and without holding education, location, age, and marital
status constant, between almost all the Latin and black groups and almost

/ all the Europea; groups. Labor market discrimination seeﬁs t6 exist .
against most of the Latin groups as well as égainst blacks. It is nok

~ . D
clear whether this discrimination is abating over time. .
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+ Ibid., p. 342. o _
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Feldman (1931). . //

Grebler (1970), f. 379. ° .

See Historical Statistics of the United States, Series C 88 to Cll4

\
for this ?nd all other immigration data cited below, unless other-

wise specified.. . .

U.S. Bureau ofigg£5Census, 1920 Census of Population, Vol. II,

p. 269.

.

CPR, Series P-20, No. 221, Table 4.

Computed from the 1970 Census of Population, pc(1)-C(1), Table 86

&
and CPB, Series P-20, No. 213, Table 2. j

s .-
_CPR, Series P-20, No. 213, Tables 2 and 3.

See Bowles (1973); Blau and Duncan (1967); Duncan,fFeacherman,,

« and Duncan (1972); and Gintis (1971), for evidence to this effect

concerning occupational achievement as well as income.

*
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